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Personal Responsibility 


HE man who sees that a certain situation is wrong, and does nothing 
to right it, not even pray about it, IS WRONG HIMSELF. 

The Methodist Church is going to be saved from the current rationalism 
which has threatened its very life. God means to save it. He will raise 
up leaders to save it. He will raise up big leaders. He will raise up 
small leaders. 

In New Jersey a young man, just through his Conference Course of 
Study took hold of the matter, and secured a score of new members of the 
League. In California a layman became interested and organized a 
chapter with ten members in his own Church. In Charleston, West 
Virginia, recently, a minister gave a luncheon to a group of ministerial 
and leading lay friends and enrolled thirty members of the League. 

What are you doing? Every member could easily secure five more. 
Read the back copies of your CaLr. Get its facts definitely into your 
mind. Go repeat them to someone else and get his membership. Get 
five in June before you go away on your vacation. Get five more during 
the summer where you visit. 

If you have no forms write for them. You do not need to wait until 
they come. The basis of the League is the basis of the Church. We are 
simply the true Methodist Church within the Methodist Church. We 
have been called into being because so many who have pledged their good 
faith to God and their fellows have felt constrained for the sake of a 
shallow intellectualism to violate their given word. 

Helping to save the Faith in the year 1926 will be as precious a recol- 
lection as helping to save the Republic in 1776 was. In every age there 
is a brave task for brave men, and a chance for weak men to prove that 
they are fearful. What are you going to prove yourself to be? 

Membership in the League is by subscription to its basis. There is a 
minimum membership fee of one dollar, seventy-five cents of which is 
applied to bringing you the Catt each month. Stop wishing for the 


As a member of the Methodist Episcopal Church, or Church, 
South, heartily confessing the common Christian Creeds (under- 
stood in their plain meaning as outlined in the Articles of 
Religion of my Church), and endorsing the avowed purposes 
of the Methodist League for Faith and Life I desire member- 
ship in its body. 
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The minimum membership fee is $1.00, of which 75c is set apart to pay for one year’s 

subscription to the League Paper. 
A contributing membership has been provided for in the payment of $10, $25, $50 and 

$100, based upon the amount you desire to invest in this cause. 

Make checks payable to CHARLES K. HADDON, Treasurer 
Address all communications to METHODIST LEAGUE FOR FAITH AND LIFE 
Box 27, Haddonfield, N.J., or 
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former days, and face definitely the responsibility WHICH IS UPON 
YOU TO MAKE WORTHY THE DAYS THAT ARE TO BE. Men 
of courage never surrender in the presence of a great wrong. The 
Modernist negations propagated within the Church are a great wrong. 
They challenge men of courage and faith to put an end to their withering 
blight. Re-read your Catts. Get the facts definitely in your mind, and 
then go out, and before the sun sets get at least one new member for the 
League. An application blank is printed at the top of this page. 

Others are doing it, why can’t you? Notice the article, ““Who’s Who 
in the Methodist League,” it will interest the persons.you are going to 
talk to. 


A Methodist Student’s Experience in Harvard and Boston 
By W. Watpo WELLER 


pe CaLL TO THE CoLors has requested that I send them a state- 
ment of certain events in connection with my Seminary days in 
Boston University. I do this with no heroics in mind, but simply that 
this statement may be of assistance to any other young man fighting for 
his faith. 

I lived in Boston for twelve years. I pursued my college education in 
Harvard College, going there from the Boston Latin School in 1901. At 
Harvard I met the current criticism then in vogue. My room mate the 
first year was a Presbyterian from Pittsburgh. By the end of his fresh- 
man year he’had given up any belief in Jesus Christ as the true Son of 
God. To a certain extent others were losing their faith in the deity of 
Jesus in the same way. 

However, discussions in class were free, were open. No resentment 
was felt by either professors or classmen if questions were asked and 
answers demanded. A more or less open forum method was permitted. 
If a man chose to believe no objections were made. Through the three 
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years there my own faith was strongly established ae this was the case 
with others as well as with myself. 

On graduation in 1904, I went over to Boston University for Theology. 
A leading professor had recently been tried and dismissed and the school 
seemed nervous of any discussion. I was amazed to find the instruction 
in some classes more radical than at Harvard. Doubts as to the deity of 
Jesus and the authenticity of many scriptures were open. In distinction 
to Harvard, discussion, especially if aiming at orthodoxy, was not wel- 
come. We were asked to swallow the current theories of the hour with 
meekness. Any objection was regarded with great disfavor. I fell into 
that disfavor and gladly left a school as radical in Theology as the 
Unitarian Divinity School of Harvard—the utter ridiculousness that 
Methodism could foster Unitarian teaching, and then insist on Christian 
experience, was a bit too raw. It was the vogue, in certain quarters, to 
say, that to define our faith and state our belief is foreign to Methodism. 
Were this so it would class us as theological outcasts. Happily this is 
not so. Methodism can define her faith. John Wesley (our radical 
brethren notwithstanding), did define it. So I left Boston University 
School of Theology. If such teaching is still the vogue there, if they still 
emulate the Harvard Divinity School and their doubts, I do not know. 
But I do know, and do testify that entering, then, direct from Harvard, 
their teachings were as radical as that Unitarian College across the river. 

If it is true, as often reported, that to disagree with the professors 
(some of them in our Theological Schools are known to be more than 
liberal in their views) opens many students to disfavor, it is well for us 
out in the Church to know it. To candidates for the ministry going 
through their educational preparation we may confidently say—prove all 
things; hold fast that which is true. To submit will serve no end except 
to pacify a class. The loss of orthodoxy, of Christian belief, is too costly 
a price to pay for this. If our students of this day will have a deep love 
for Jesus and His Gospel, they will not meekly surrender it at the dictum 
of some Modernist professor. Since fair play is not popular let those who 
destroy our faith feel the anger of the Church. 

Pittsburgh, Pa. 


Dr. Weller gave the above statement in a very strong address at a 
luncheon gathering in Pittsburgh. It so impressed the Editor that he 
requested it for the Catt. Dr. Weller has very kindly complied. His 
statement is so transparently sincere, and so deeply serious that it ought 
to speak a very telling message to the whole Methodist world. 

Eprror. 


The League’s Circular Letter and the Replies 
Us DER the date of May 7th the League mailed to practically every 
minister in the Methodist Church a circular letter setting forth certain 
conditions within the Church (those individually referred to were sent 
individually mailed copies of the letter). 
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We have received up to date several hundred replies to this communi- 
cation. They have been from ESSENTIALISTS and MODERNISTS 
alike. The proportion has been about three to one. 

In the entire mass of ESSENTIALIST mail there was but one letter 
that used unbrotherly language about the Modernists and their positions. 
There were but two letters that betrayed even impatience toward these 
brethren, who from the Essentialist point of view cannot appear other 
than as those who are introducing confusion into the Church. 

In the MODERNIST mail, which was of about one-third this in volume, 
there were a great many of irritable, and some downright ungentlemanly 
communications. 

This circumstance is striking. Essentialists might be excused for some 
vigor, for they believe in truth and untruth. They believe that they are 
the inheritors and ministers of a primitive deposit of truth that is of 
supreme value. Then, too, their point of view is the one defined and 
established in the Church. They have the feeling of constitutional right 
upon their side. Nevertheless they manifest a striking patience. They 
are willing to face the intellectual contest, they are willing to reason it 
out with brethren whom they believe to be forcing confusion within the 
Church. 

Modernists, on the contrary, are radical revolutionists within the Church. 
They do not believe in truth, in the sense of absolute fact, but only in 
vague emotional values. They claim to tolerate all opinions. Neverthe- 
less they display a narrow partisan spirit, and express an intolerant resent- 
ment of the Essentialist position (the Constitutional position) which is 
not only inconsistent with their philosophy, but is also both unbrotherly 
and unfair. 

We will publish for the consideration of our readers this correspondence, 
in part, beginning with our circular letter and its quiet statement of fact, 
that called forth these bitter and intolerant replies from the LIBERALS 
(evidently the word liberal must be capitalized as a partisan name, since 
it is not at all an adjective describing the mental characteristics of the 
Liberal or Modernist group). 


The Circular Letter 
Friday, May 7, 1926 
Fellow Methodists, 
Believers in the common Christianity of the centuries: 
This letter is written amid the hope and joy that floods the world at Eastertide. 


It is written as an appeal to men of faith and courage. It is a call to face some 
serious facts and to action. 


If you are timid, fearful, lacking in courage, 
you had better put this letter aside now. 


General Condition 


This letter is sent out by the Methodist League for Faith and Life, an 
organization formed by a body of ministers and laymen of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church drawn together by mutual love for the Church, grieved over 
the errors and false teachings that threaten to becloud her mind and poison her 
life, who met together in prayer and conference, relying upon the guidance and 
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Spirit of God, to found an organization, whose object should be to declare anew 
the faith once delivered to the saints; and to reaffirm the vital and eternal truths 
of the Christian religion. 

Since Bishop Blake’s article of last January there can be no question but 
that there are those in responsible positions in Methodism who do not believe 
in the Virgin Birth, Bodily Resurrection, or Atoning Sacrifice of Christ. 

To those who are informed upon conditions in the educational institutions of 
Methodism this is not surprising, for these negative ideas are being taught to 
an alarming degree among us. Some evidence of these facts is presented on the 
second page of this folder. 

Visualize for a moment the significance of this situation. Whether their 
training is in our courses of study and summer schools, or whether it is in our 
schools and colleges our young men are being forced to run the gauntlet of 
negative, rationalistic, and anti-Christian views. 


The authority of the Scriptures is denied. 

The supernatural is dealt with haltingly. 

The Atonement is rejected and even ridiculed, 

The Resurrection records are denied historicity. 

Jesus is reduced to an errant personality who was repeatedly mistaken. 

His true Godhood is rejected. 

Justification by faith in his redeeming death and triumphant life is repudiated. 

The Gospel as preached through the centuries is presented as a departure from 
the original teaching of Jesus. 

This situation is widespread, and it is not only actual, it is also often arrogant 
and intolerant. 


What of Twenty Years from Now? 


If this condition is allowed to continue twenty years more the older generation 
of ministers who were grounded in the great Christian verities will largely be 
displaced by those who were taught these negative views, and the Church will 
be giving forth a halting naturalistic message that will make evangelism impos- 
sible in any sense, that will neither challenge the sinner nor comfort the saint. 

Modernism is Unitarianism lacking the intellectual frankness of the earlier 
system. It will do in Methodism what Unitarianism did in Congregationalism: 
destroy its vitality, leave it without missions, make of it a declining organization. 


And Now Some Facts if You Have the Courage to Face Them 


Professor Lewis of Drew is denying the Incarnation in any real sense. He 
reduces Jesus to an extraordinary human being, who by moral decisions and 
with supernatural help achieved progressively and at death completely a fully 
divine point of view. Dr. Lewis denies personal pre-existence to Jesus, and says 
that Incarnation by the instantaneous transfer of a separate divine self- 
consciousness to human conditions is philosophically impossible. 

Professor Rall of Garrett is teaching that Jesus made mistakes even with 
respect to His religious message and expectations; that He was mistaken about 
His return; that He groped His way toward Calvary through uncertainty, and 
with no clear understanding of its meaning. 

Both of these men deal haltingly with the Virgin Birth. 

Both of these men exclude the propitiatory significance of the cross of Christ. 
Dr. Rall makes it an expression of love and loyalty incidental to His service that 
also works repentance in men. Dr. Lewis makes it about the same, a patient 
enduring of suffering that reveals sin and so calls forth repentance in us. 

Justification by Faith as a phrase is kept by Dr. Lewis, but he empties it of 
its proper meaning. Dr. Rall does not express himself in his book at this point, 
but his position as to the cross excludes this doctrine. 

In the Course of Study, Lewis, Rall, Walker, Bowne, Clarke are all negative 
with respect to this central truth of Historic Christianity. 

As to the Resurrection, Dr. Rall asserts that the New Testament accounts 
cannot be reconciled, which is equivalent to denying their reliability as history. 
Dr. Walker of Yale, whose volume is in the Course of Study is even more 
negative. He baldly disallows the whole record of the Resurrection, and asserts 
that the how of the apostolic faith in a risen Christ is one of the major problems 
of history. 
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The authority of Scripture is completely shattered by these teachers. They 
make it errant and unreliable even as history. Dr. Rall suggests that the 
disciples may have put ideas of their own into the mouth of Jesus; he denies 
pre-vision to the prophets of Israel; the prophets were simply morally illu- 
minated statesmen; the Bible is man’s uncertain groping toward God rather 
than God’s authoritative and certain self-revelation to man. 

The full detail of these teachings with book and page set forth can be furnished 
at a trifling cost. The whole matter is fully set forth in Historic Christianity 
and the New Theology (a volume written by Haroid Paul Sloan and published 
by Pentecostal Publishing Co., Louisville, Ky. (first edition 1921, second edition 
1922; it was more briefly published also in the “Call” for December, 1925). 

These statements have not been responsibly denied. They cannot be disproved. 
Bishop Blake, as we have already pointed out, admits them in large part, and 
appeals to the Church to accept the situation as quite proper and desirable. 


What Can Be Done 


The great body of the Methodist Church is sound; the mass of its ministry 
is; the overwhelming majority of its laity is. We believe in our Divine, 
Redeeming and Risen Christ; but neither our silent loyalty nor our unorganized 
individual protests against false teachings will avail. You want your children 
and your children’s children to have your personal, Divine, Risen, Redeeming 
Saviour for their Saviour. To that end we most earnestly invite your co- 
operation with the Methodist League for Faith and Life. We now have 
members from nearly every English-speaking conference in the United States. 
What a tremendous power would be wielded at the General Conference of 1928 
if a united body of 100,000 or.more members of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
should demand that all teachings connected with Methodism, in the conference 
Course of Study, in colleges, seminaries and theological schools, must conform 
to the standards of the Church. Will you help in this work? 

_ The minimum membership fee is $1 a year, and includes one year’s subscrip- 
tion to the League paper, ‘““The Call to the Colors.” Contributing memberships 
from payments of $5 to $100 per year according to the amount you desire to 
invest in this cause. Make checks payable to Chas. K. Haddon, Treasurer. 
Address all communications to Methodist League for Faith and Life, 1701 Arch 
Street, Room 212, Philadelphia, Pa. 


You will notice that there is not an impatient word in this letter. There 
is not one word of bitter criticism. It is a simple statement of facts that 
no man with a reputation to lose will care to challenge. _We call in ques- 
tion no man’s character, spirituality or salvation. We deal exclusively 
with their teachings. Our citations are scrupulously fair. As to Bishop 
Blake, it should be noted that we do not say he denies the Virgin Birth, 
Bodily Resurrection and the Atoning significance of the Death of Christ. 
We simply say he concedes the fact that there are those among us who do, 
and that he defends this situation as desirable and proper. That a pledged 
executive under the Constitution should defend those who are setting it at 
naught is, to our thinking, more objectionable in one who does not share 
their revolutionary views, than it would be in one who does. But we did 
not say this in the letter, we simply said that since his article there can be 
question as to the condition. 

Turning now to the letters of our Liberal correspondents. Five are 
quietistic: Let the situation alone; God will take care of it; God does not 
need any human help. Five fear the possibility of division in the Church 
through our movement. Four are actually confused. They are from men 
who are the products of the new point of view in our schools, and who, 
without a very definite doctrinal point of view, are earnestly working for 
the Kingdom of Christ. Ten are admittedly divergent, objecting to the 
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present foundation of the Church, and rejoicing in the leadership that is 
seeking change. Eleven deal in personalities; some are very objectionable ; 
a few are deliberately insulting. The remainder of our Modernist corre- 
spondence is not significant. Some are simply uninformed. . Some try to 
be funny. One brother writes across the face of our circular letter, “So is 
your old man.” With these we will not deal. 


Quietism 

As to the quietistic point of view, we would point out that it is not 
sustained by. the facts of history. The Christianity of North Africa 
was lost and God did not defend men from the failure of their own 
devotion. The corruptions of the Roman Church obscured the true faith 
through centuries, and God did not interfere. When the Reformation 
came it was brought into being by devoted men, God led, God guarded, 
but devoted men nevertheless. The Deistic confusion in England was 
met by the incisive intellect of Bishop Butler of Durham, and the 
evangelistic fervor of the Wesleys. Finney’s mighty preaching met the 
blight of universalism in New York State. Freedom of the will was won 
for human thought largely by the controversial preaching of our Methodist 
fathers. Inside and outside religion the same facts are true: Every 
wrong that has ever been righted; every reform that has ever been 
achieved has been achieved by the devotion and sacrifice of men. Quietism 
is not a practical point of view. Earnest men do not sit down in the 
presence of wrongs, and say, “When it gets serious, God will take 
care of it.” 

Division ; 

Second, as to those who fear we are dividing the Church. Why do these 
brethren not wake up? We are not dividing the Church. The Modernist 
propaganda that has been pouring into it for twenty-five years has been 
dividing it. Modernism has come into the Methodist house. It has not 
announced itself frankly. It has used vague language in public, and 
clearness of speech only in the unguarded class room. It has sought to 
control the Church in the interest of its own views. It has sought to 
suppress those who have stood for what it has derisively called “the 
traditional views.” It has done this for more than two decades. AND 
NOW WHEN THIS DIVERGENT MOVEMENT IS CHALLENGED: 
IN THE NAME OF THE CHURCH ITSELF, AND THE 
CHURCH’S OWN STANDARDS, THOSE WHO CHALLENGE IT 
ARE ACCUSED OF DIVIDING THE CHURCH. As well charge 
the exponents of law enforcement with dividing the nation. They are 
dividing the Nation and the Church who will not abide by the Constitu- 
tions of the Republic and of Methodism. 


Confused 


To the brethren who are actually confused, who truly think that the 
doctrinal point of view to which we have called attention is practically 
the same thing as that established in the Methodist Church, that it is 
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essentially one with the Historic Faith of the centuries, we make no reply. 
Their letters are courteous, brotherly. They are in every instance young 
men who have been trained more or less in a Modernist atmosphere, but 
who are not doctrinally conscious. 

These young men should try to remember that the intellectuality, 
spirituality or devotion of a teacher does not prove his point of view to 
be right. Arius was all these things, so was Emerson, yet they were both 
from the Methodist point of view Unitarian. 


Radicals 

And now a quotation or so from the pens of our radically minded 
brethren. “I may be described as one who ‘deals haltingly with the 
Virgin Birth,” writes one. “I am sending my dollar—to teach the 
children of the parish plain common sense, the thing taught by Jesus, but 
not Jewish religion, theologies of the dark ages—,” writes a second. 
Another brother thinks we are mistaken in much that we allege. He 
says he is glad though that some of them are true. He goes on to say 
that he believes in “the Atonement, but * * * doesn’t believe God 
must smell blood to forgive.” He is convinced that much of the Gospel 
preached through the centuries is a departure from the original teaching 
of Jesus. A mid-west correspondent writes: “I am sorry to find a group 
in our beloved Church organizing to entrench and perpetuate the miscon- 
ceptions of our fathers.” Another charges us with being afraid to face 
the truth. A third says: “Our theological troubles come not so much 
from the teachers of the present day as from those of past generations 
who foisted on the Church a theology certain parts of which are 
philosophically incongruous, psychologically impossible, and _ ethically 
unacceptable.” 

A correspondent from the western part of Pennsylvania speaks of our 
circular letter as “rot and childish whimperings.” He expresses his admira- 
tion for Bishop Blake’s recent article in the syndicated section of the 
Advocates. He says it is one of the most intelligent articles he has seen 
in the Advocates. He thinks Dr. Luccock is Gone remarkably well with 
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this section, “handicapped as he is by a denominationally-blinded and creed- 
starved editor to work for.” 

Another correspondent from the east writes: “Modern thought and 
practice has a hearty welcome for the Carpenter’s Son and whatever con- 
tribution to life both here and hereafter He has for men.” 

A minister in the middle west has discovered that the dangerous heretics 
of today are those who talk about “the Faith once for all delivered to the 
saints; who speak as if God were dead or at least no longer cared to 
communicate with his worshippers; who make themselves ridiculous by 
being alarmed at the recognition of truths that are so apparent as to be 
self-obvious.” 

All of these it must be remembered are replies from intelligent men, 
most of whom are graduates of the university. It must be remembered 
also that they are replies intended to meet the facts set forth in our circular 
letter. They are a response to: our statement of the essentials of the 
Christian Gospel, and that these essentials are being denied. In part 
these replies are painfully unintelligent. Thus: “Jewish religion’ and 
“theology of the dark ages” have nothing to do with the matters being 
discussed. Or, again, to speak of God as not needing “to smell blood 
to forgive,” is not learned, it is only coarse. The writer who thinks the 
theology of yesterday was in part “philosophically incongruous, psycho- 
logically impossible, and ethically unacceptable” has evidently felt the 
influence of Professor Lewis, and is echoing his findings. The writer who 
thinks Bishop Blake’s article scholarly must have a very limited amount of 
historical information himself. The writer who thinks that any of the 
views criticized in the League circular letter are obviously true must be a 
blind partisan rather than a discriminating thinker. If he thinks that 
Evangelicals believe God to be out of contact with His world because they 
believe that His redemptive self-revelation was crowned in the Incarnation 
and the literature it produced, he shows a total -lack of information con- 
cerning the views he is denying. 

That Ministers from the four corners of the Church should write 
such replies to the League’s letter is significant. It indicates that 
Modernism is an aggressive, but by no means a discriminating bias. Most 
of the men who are Modernists are Modernists either because they were 
taught it in school, or because they want to be classified as “advanced.” 
The Church has only to affirm her faith with intellectual vigor and broad 
information to see Modernism, which, by and large, understands but 
poorly its own negations, melt away. 


Personalities 
Finally to the unparliamentary letters which accuse an officer of the 
League with various false motives, with dishonesty, and that in some 
instances seem to have been rather deliberately ungentlemanly in their 
language, we will make no reply. We will not quote these paragraphs even 
in part. We would like to think that the Ministers who wrote them have 
long since been sorry. We are glad that only one letter by an Evangelical 
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descended to anything of the kind. The League is determined to free the 
Methodist Church from the current negative emphasis; but the League 
is pledged to keep this discussion upon a high plane, a plane that is worthy 
of the truths at stake. One cannot walk in company with the Son of 
God and use language in debate that would shock his grandeur and purity. 
If there is to be any such language used let it be altogether by those who 
contend against Faith, and not by those who profess it. We express the 
hope that it will not be used at all. 


Modernism or Mother? 


Do you mean to tell me that Jesus was born 
Of the Holy Ghost and of Mary? 

Why, Matthew and Luke must have simply been fools 
To believe such notions contrary. 


For twentieth century science and facts 
Disprove such ridiculous notion, 

The millions of men who believed it was so 
Were at sea on a gullible ocean. 


Again, do you say that He rose from the dead, 
And later ascended to glory? 

Away with such nonsense! Miraculous bunk! 
’Tis only some devotee’s story. 


Then again, Jesus Christ must no longer be thought 
An atoning and merciful Saviour; 

But merely a man, with lofty ideas 
An example for human behaviour. 


We must never believe what we can’t understand, 
To do so’s contrary to reason; 

We must progress in faith by walking on doubts, 
Fresh doubts newly made for each season. 


We harbor no ill ’gainst these brothers who find 
The Bible the best selling fiction, 

Yet somehow our faith in its wonders still holds, 
And our reason and faith find no friction. 


When we think of old truths which have sweetened our lives, 
And then of the mother who taught them, 
We prefer mother’s knee to the great Doctor’s chair 
Where fables were made and fools bought them. 
W. D. Woopwaro. 


The Leaven of the Sadducees 
By Ernest GorDon 


pees well named book is just off the press. It is a small encyclopedia 
of facts concerning two great theological crises in American Chris- 
tianity: the Unitarian secession of a hundred years ago, and the Modernist 
confusion of today. It lays bare the teaching of the great theological 
schools. It deals with founders and their purposes, and shows how these 
purposes have been ignored and repudiated by the Modernist leadership. 
The book is thoroughly courteous, as becomes an Evangelical apologist. 
No one who wants to be informed upon present theological currents can 
afford not to own the volume. It is published by the Bible Institute 
Colportage Association, 826 North La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 
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In the Theological World 


James Wise and Stanley High 


James Waterman Wise, son of 
Rabbi Wise, of the Free Synagogue in 
New York City, withdraws from 
Judaeism, saying it has ceased to play 
a vital part in Jewish life. The vital 
centre of his opinion, as it has been 
published, runs: 

“Religion, instead of beginning with 
the assumption of God and working 
down to man, will begin with man and 
human nature and end wherever man’s 
highest nature leads. It will deal in 
human terms with human beings. It 
will busy itself with the earthly, not 
the heavenly, springs of human con- 
duct. 

“Such religion will probably be with- 
out creed or dogma. But it will not 
be without life. For its very essence 
will consist of the essence of life. Its 
main purpose and ‘excuse’ will be to 
help man to answer worthily the 
supreme question of his days: How 
shall life be lived? With what aims? 
By what standards, according to what 
plan? The religion of the future will 
be in truth the science of life.” 

It is striking how closely the young 
Hebrew’s thought parallels that of 
Stanley High in his recent article in 
Asia. The heart of Mr. High’s thought 
is expressed in these sentences: 

“Western Christians must not be 
sent to other lands to proclaim that 
God has revealed to Occidentals the 
only avenue of approach to him. They 
must go, rather, in the hope that the 
way to God which Jesus knew may 
be of some help to others. Similarly, 
from the East will come those—know- 
ing God’s revelation in other great 
religions—who will seek to add their 
light to ours. And, in the end, the 
way of life of other faiths may be 
enriched by contact with those who 
seek to interpret Jesus, and the faith 
of Christians deepened by the influence 
of those who have come by other roads 
to see God. In the second place, there 
must be,-I believe, only one qualifica- 
tion for those who go to share this 
Christian message: a personal experi- 
ence of the accuracy of Jesus’ revela- 
tion of God.” 

The Jew repudiates his Judaeism. 
The Christian repudiates his Christi- 
anity. Both of them visualize a creed- 
less religion in which the individual 
seeks and finds wherever he can the 
principles that will help him live. 


Behind both conclusions one can feel 
the same spirit of modern self-suffi- 
ciency, the spirit which Euchen dis- 
covered in Europe before the war, 
and which he then said was inimical 
to Christianity. 

From all this shallow self-sufficiency 
of young men not yet out of their 
twenties our minds turn back across 
the centuries to the heart-broken cry 
of decaying paganism for a revelation 
from God. We cannot quote it with 
verbal accuracy, but remember reading 
in Plato lines like these: Man in his 
quest for truth is as one who, on a raft 
without rudder, sails or oars, should 
seek to sail the ocean. He cannot 
possibly come to his haven. Nor can 
we. We will continue the quest; but 
we will not find, unless the gods should 
send to us some one from themselves 
to bring us a revelation. 


Dr. A. Wakefield Slaten 


A friend sends us a couple of New 
York papers with news, and_ sad 
enough, too. Dr. A. Wakefield Slaten 
has succeeded Charles Francis Potter 
as pastor of the West Side Unitarian 
Church, New York. He is even more 
ultra than was his predecessor. He 
declares that Christianity is near its 
end. “We are sitting at the deathbed 
of Christianity,’ he says. “* * * 
Something will take its place. That 
something will be something better, 
we have every reason to believe.” 


—Bible Champion. 


Dr. Slaten was professor of Bible in 
Jewell College (Baptist) until about 
three years ago. He was then dis- 
missed from his professorship for 
divergent teaching. At that time he is 
reported to have excused himself and 
to have made light of the points of 
doctrinal difference between himself 
and the Christian Church. Evidently 
his intellectual divergence was more 
serious than he at that time supposed. 


Modernism’s Spiritual Resurrection 


Dr. Keyser prints the following in 
a religious monthly as quoted from a 
Baptist paper for young people. It is 
chiefly interesting from two points of 
view: 1. Its clear presentation of what 
the Modernists mean by “A SPIR- 
ITUAL RESURRECTION.” 2. For 
its manifestation of the utter poverty 
of the whole point of view. We quote: 


28 The Call to the Colors 


June, 1926 


“What a significant parallel to the 
Shenandoah sacrifice do we find in the 
life of Christ! For thirty years He 
was carefully trained with a definite 
purpose in view; and then, after three 
years of demonstrating the possibility 
of a perfect life, His physical body re- 
turned to the dust from whence it 
came, but from His spirit there arose 
new hope, new possibilities, and a new 
determination to conquer the world 
with His loving personality.” 


Conversion of the Jews to Christianity 


From Poland comes news of a 
Christian revival among Jews. In the 
city Kobryn a spiritual movement of 
extraordinary power has caught hun- 
dreds in its grip and is bringing them 
to a recognition of Jesus as their Lord 
and Saviour. Men and women who 
were indifferent to religion and others 
who were zealous orthodox Jews have 
come under deep conviction for sin and 
have turned to Jesus for deliverance. 
In the month of August, 142 Jews in 
the one city of Kobryn are said to have 
been baptized. The Baptist and South- 
ern Methodist Churches are active in 
evangelistic work in Poland. 

—Bible Champion. 


A New Point of View Concerning 
Controversy 


In his new book “What Is Faith,” 
Professor Machen reveals a deeply 
Christian soul and a discriminating 
mind. The two paragraphs below 
upon the value of controversy, and the 
impractical character of practical 
preaching are gems. We commend the 
entire book to the consideration of all 
thoughtful minds. 

“The morale of our theological stu- 
dent body during the past years had 
been becoming rather low; there was 
marked indifference to the central 
things of the faith; and religious ex- 
perience was of the most superficial 
kind. But during the academic year, 
1924-1925, there has been something 
like an awakening. Youth has begun 
to think for itself; the evil of com- 
promising associations has been dis- 
covered; Christian heroism in the face 
of opposition has come again to its 
rights; a new interest has been aroused 
in the historical and philosophical 
questions that underlie the Christian 
religion; true and independent convic- 
tions have been formed. Controversy, 
in other words, has resulted in a strik- 
ing intellectual and spiritual advance. 


Some of us discern in all this the work 
of the Spirit of God. And God grant 
that His fire be not quenched! God 
save us from any smoothing over of 
these questions in the interests of a 
hollow pleasantness; God grant that 
great questions of principle may never 
rest until they are settled right! It 
is out of such times of questioning that 
great revivals come. God grant that 
it may be so today! Controversy of 
the right sort is good; for out of such 
controversy as church history and 
Scripture alike teach, there comes the 
salvation of souls. 

“It is with such an ultimate aim that 


we consider the question, ‘What is 
Faith?’ A more ‘practical’ question 
could hardly be conceived. The 


preacher says: ‘Believe on the Lord 
Jesus Christ, and thou shall be saved.’ 
But how can a man possibly act on 
that suggestion, unless he knows what 
it is to believe? It was at that point 
that the ‘doctrinal’ preaching of a 
former generation was far more practi- 
cal than the ‘practical’ preaching of the 
present day. I shall never forget the 
pastor of the church in which I grew 
up. He was a good preacher in many 
ways, but his most marked character- 
istic was the plainness and definiteness 
with which he told the people what a 
man should do to be saved. The 
preachers of the present time allude 
to the importance of becoming a 
Christian, but they seldom seem to 
make the matter the subject of express 
exposition; they leave the people with 
a vague impression to the effect that 
being a Christian is a good thing, but 
this impression is difficult to translate 
into action because definite directions 
are absent. These preachers speak 
about faith, but they do not tell what 
faith is.” 


Orthodox 


Do not be afraid or ashamed of the 
word “orthodox.” It is a good word. 
It has a good etymology. It is from 
orthos, right, and dokein, to think; there- 
fore it means to think right. Is that 
anything to blush about? Very different 
is the derivation of heterodox—heteros, 
other, and dokein, to think, that is, to 
think other than right. Neither has the 
word “heresy” a very creditable philology : 
it is from hairein, to take, to choose, 
and therefore connotes the idea of being 
self-willed and individualistic, thinking 
one can determine everything by his own 
reason instead of being guided by divine 
wisdom.—Bible Champion. 
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Southern Methodism Is Invited to 
Affirm Its Faith in the Essential 
Doctrines of Christianity 


Early in the session of the Southern 
General Conference two of the out- 
standing leaders of Southern Method- 
ism, Dr, Bascomb Anthony, of South 
Georgia, and Dr. A. J. Lamar, of 
Alabama, brought to the attention of 
that body a strong Essentialist declara- 
tion. It is based squarely upon the 
historic creeds. Its declarations mani- 
fest Christian discrimination and pur- 
pose. They show also a fine reserve. 
The document follows: 

Our Bishops in their address say 
we are glad to believe that with rare 
exceptions our preachers and people 
are true to the old faith. 

“This is unquestionably true in most 
of our Annual Conferences. They 
make another statement that calls for 
careful consideration; they say: ‘We 
have been alarmed because in some 
instances men have applied for admis- 
sion into our ministry or into full con- 
nection in our Conferences who have 
confessed that they do not agree with 
us in doctrine. In addition, there are 
some men in our ministry who dissent 
from points most surely believed by 
us. This, coupled with complaints 
from the mission fields and statements 
in our church papers, makes it impera- 
tive that this Conference speak with 
authority and finality in this matter. 

“We are not heresy hunters. Our 
emphasis is and always has been upon 
an inward experience of God that 
makes a man true to the unseen King 
and His government. This spiritual 
life is, and must ever be, built about a 
doctrinal structure that gives it shape 
and stability. The forms of life that 
have no bones are but jelly, and a jelly 
theology has no power to save itself 
nor to uplift a fallen world. Our 
church has a clear system of doctrines 
in her Articles of Religion, but to make 
it so clear that a wayfaring man, 
though not a savant but a fool, need 
not err therein; it reduces matters to 
an irreducible minimum and puts at 
the door of our church the Apostles’ 
Creed as the sole test of a man’s fitness 
to be one with us. It is a statement 
of fact and of faith. No man is com- 
pelled to subscribe to it, but if he joins 
our church, it is no longer a debatable 
point. He must stand by it or get out. 
If he finds it is easier to believe that 
an unlawful son of a deceitful and false 
woman has built all that is highest and 
holiest on earth and has gathered about 


Him in loving devotion the sainthood 
and purity of the world, if he finds it is 
easier to believe this, than that Christ 
was generated of the Holy Ghost, then 
in heaven’s name let him keep his ex- 
cess of belief to himself or else get out. 

“Our creed declares that there is one 
empty grave in all the earth. -About 
it heartbroken people have been gath- 
ering for two thousand years (and we 
are of this company) and as we gaze 
down into its emptiness our faith hears 
a voice from the skies, clear and ring- 
ing, saying: ‘I am He that liveth and 
was dead, and behold I am alive for- 
evermore.’ If any man’s brain is too 
great or too small to accept this, then 
let him argue it out at the judgment 
with Him of the pierced hands, but as 
for us, we dare not dally with such 
trifles in our pulpits. They leave the 
church, a poor headless body whose 
head sleeps in the tomb of Joseph of 
Arimathea, but every man among us, 
before he was admitted into our 
ministry, declared that he, like Paul, 
had met his resurrected Lord by the 
way and had been sent out as a witness 
to that fact. Our authority to preach 
repentance and forgiveness of sins is 
based solely upon a living Lord, who 
sits at the right hand of the Majesty 
on High to grant these unto men. Any 
man who does not believe in a resur- 
rected Lord may be very worthy and 
sincere, but he has no place in our 
ministry. If out of the kindness of 
his heart he wishes to serve his fellow- 
man, then let him go join the Rota- 
rians, for ‘SERVICE’ is their motto. 
No man is ready to preach the gospel 
until he, like Mary and the other 
women, on that first glad Easter morn, 
is able to say, ‘The Lord is risen, for 
we have seen Him.’ 

“Without abandoning any of our 
doctrines, we plant ourselves an irre- 
ducible minimum and set it up as a 
standard that can be applied, and call 
upon all in our church who do not 
accept it to straighten their beliefs or 
straightway get out. We call upon 
our Board of Missions to see to it that 
all our missionaries are in harmony 
with our creed, for our church will not 
and ought not to support missionaries 
out of harmony with our creed. 

“We insist that the Sunday School 
and Epworth League Boards guard 
jealously the interests committed to 
them, and be always ready to give an 
account of their stewardship, not only 
to this Conference, but to the great 
Head of the church. 
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“Those in charge of our educational 
institutions are charged to see to it 
that our children and youth are com- 
mitted to the care of no scholarship 
that is not reverent and devout and 
whose teachings do not leave their 
pupils in doubt about these basic 
things. 

“We promise God and one another 
that we will abide by this rule in our 


Annual Conferences, preachers and 
laymen, Bishops and supplies.” 

Who Are the Heretics? 
The Christian Century raises this 
question in a recent issue. It calls 
attention to the various doctrinal 


divergences which have been branded 
as heretical, namely: 

“Invariably the heretic has been the 
man who denied the literal inspiration 
of the Scriptures, or the virgin birth, 
or the substitutionary atonement, or 
the bodily resurrection, or some of the 
miracles, or some definition of the 
deity of Christ, and in many cases the 
second coming of the Lord.” 

It then asks, “Who is the real 
heretic?” and answers: “Not the man 
who questions the verbal inspiration 
of the Bible, but the man who does 
not believe that God speaks to His chil- 
dren today just as He spoke to Israel. 
The real heretic, the man of all others 
who should be tried for heresy today, 
is he who insists that God is dumb, for 
he takes the whole foundation out of 
religion and leaves us an empty, silent 
world. What should worry us is not 
how God spoke in Bible times, but 
how He is speaking today. Does He 
speak through Holy Scripture; has He 
been speaking words of grace, power 
and comfort through the meuths of 
prophets, saints and poets in every 
age; is He speaking today through our 
holy men; does He speak to us our- 
selves when we turn eager ears to 
hear? The man who cannot say the 
humble ‘yes’ to these questions is the 
heretic and has no place in the pulpit 
of today.” 

We agree perfectly, that any man 
who teaches that God is dumb today 
is heretical. We believe that God does 
speak to those of us who turn eager 
ears to hear. We believe that He has 
messages for men, which He brings to 
them through poets and preachers and 
saints. Any man must be theologically 
illiterate who should suppose that the 
church has doubted this, or that this 
belief is inconsistent with the supreme 


place of Scripture in the church as the 
only and sufficient rule of faith and 
practice. 

The Apostolic Church believed in the 
living voice of prophecy, and they be- 
lieved at the same time that the revela- 
tion in Jesus Christ was the infallible 
and final norm of truth. St. John 
wrote: “Whosoever goeth beyond and 
abideth not in the teaching of Christ, 
hath not God.” (II John, verse 9.) 
Seeberg calls attention to this attitude 
of the primitive church. They were 
chrismatic, they had the living voice 
of prophecy, but there were well de- 
fined limits within which they re- 
mained. The supreme revelation was 
in Christ; no new revelation could be 
from God which conflicted with or set 
aside that which was given in Him. 
(Seeberg History of Doctrine, Vol. I, 
page 36.) 

This constantly manifest tendency of 
Liberal organs to mis-state the 
Evangelical truth they would repudiate 
is decidedly unethical. We would call 
attention also to the fact that “some 
definition of the deity of Christ”? may 
indeed be heretical, as for example 
Dr. Fosdick’s in “The Modern Use of 
the Bible,’ or Dr. Arius’s before the 
Counsel of Nicaea. Such definitions 
are not definitions of Christ’s deity, 
they are denials of Christ’s deity. 
Rhapsodies of rhetoric that carefully 
exclude the eternity of the personal 
Son may satisfy the emotions of the 
untrained mind (which is what they 
are intended to do); but they under- 
mine any intellectually accurate faith 
in Christ’s essential deity (and this also 
they are intended to do). 


Fundamental Christianity 


This is the title of a new book by 
Dr. Francis L. Patton. It is published 
by Macmillan, and sells for $2.25. Dr. 
Patton is one of the most penetrating 
minds of the present period. His book 
defending historic Christian belief is 
a notable event. When men like Pat- 
ton, Machen, Faulkner, Cooke, Keyser 
and others are bringing out new books 
of unquestioned scholarship in defense 
of the great original Christian deposit 
of faith the smug complacency of the 
Modernist group who would dismiss 
these opinions with a mere intolerant 
gesture cannot appear in any other 
light than as a new and somewhat 
illiterate traditionalism. 
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The Bible League of Great Britain 


It is gratifying to know that the 
Bible League of Great Britain is 
functioning so vigorously. The fol- 
lowing is its own statement of its 
object: “To promote the reverent 
study of the Holy Scriptures, and to 
resist the varied attacks made upon 
their inspiration, infallibility and sole 
sufficiency as the Word of God.” The 
Rev. Prebendary H. E. Fox, M.A,, is 
the president. Last summer the 
League held three great meetings in 
Central Hall, Westminster, London, 
at which a number of notable speakers 
were present, and all of them bore 
clear testimony to the inspiration of 
the Holy Scriptures. Paul Kanamori, 
the well-known Japanese evangelist, 
spoke on “How I Became a Believer; 
How I was Ensnared by the Higher 
Criticism; How I Escaped, and What 


Followed.” It is a most thrilling 
story. And what did follow his 
rescue? The wonderful spiritual 


power he has displayed in winning 
thousands of souls to Christ. Dr. 
Robert Dick Wilson chose for his sub- 
ject, “Why I Believe the Old Testa- 
ment to be True.” Besides the ordi- 
nary reasons, he proved the Old Testa- 
ment to be a direct divine revelation 
from the viewpoint of the scholar who 
has gone deep and far in his researches. 
Other addresses at the meeting were 
no less important, especially those of 
Rev. W. M. Robertson, of Liverpool, 


who was once a Marxian socialist. 
Having been truly converted, his testi- 
mony was clear and strong. These 
addresses, with a record of the con- 
vention, are published in the Bible 
League Quarterly for October-December. 
—Bible Champion. 


Dr. H. Bavinck on the Virgin Birth 


“Tt was His right to be born in a 
different manner from all men, because 
He himself was different, the only 
begotten Son of God. He must be 
formed without the will of man, he- 
cause He was the Head of a new 
covenant, the covenant of Grace. And 
so it was also the right and the office 
of the Holy Spirit to prepare like holy 
nature in Mary’s womb for this holy 
Son of God. * * * The mere thought 
of any other origin of Jesus is felt 
throughout the whole of Christendom 
as an offense to Mary, as a spot on her 
holiness, as a mockery of her faith, 
and, above all, as an insult to the holy 


Son of God.”—Christian Leadership. 


The Defenders of Kansas 


A group of almost one hundred repre- 
sentative pastors, laymen and schoolmen 
in Kansas have organized under the name, 
“The Defenders,” for the purpose of 
combatting the powerful anti-Christian 
forces now at work in their State. Up 
to this time, there has been no organized 
effort in the Sunflower State against 
“Evolution in the schools” and ‘“Modern- 
ism in the pulpits.”’—Bible Champion. 


Who’s Who in the Methodist League for Faith and Life 


Don §. Colt, one of the foremost preachers of the Baltimore Conference, and 


until last year Superintendent of the Baltimore District. 


He is a man of 


eloquence and spirituality, a great evangelistic leader who led a sweeping 
revival on his district in the fall of 1924. He is First Vice-President of the 


League. 


Clarence D. Antrim, a layman of the Philadelphia Conference; member of the 
General Conference of 1924; member of the Board of Home Missions; Presi- 
dent of the Methodist Social Union of Philadelphia; President of the Phila- 


delphia City Mission and Church Extension Society. 


Vice-President of the League. 


He is Second 


Henry S. Dulaney, until recently President of the Board of Trustees of Goucher 
College; member of the Board of Foreign Missions; member of the Board of 
Trustees of Moody Bible Institute; head of an important business firm in 


Baltimore. 


He is Third Vice-President of the League. 


Charles L. Kinsley, a prominent Philadelphia business man; President of the 
George H. Buchanan Printing Company; Superintendent of Cooper Memorial 
Sunday School; member of the Executive Committee of the Philadelphia 
Layman’s Association; member of the Executive Committee of the Philadel- 


phia Sunday School Association. 


He is Fourth Vice-President of the League. 


Raymond W. Cooke, one of the younger members of the Baltimore Conference, 
recently graduated from Johns Hopkins University; Pastor of the South 


Baltimore Station Methodist Church of Baltimore. 


League. 


He is Secretary of the 
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Charles K. Haddon, a prominent New Jersey layman who within a few years 
was one of the leading executives of the Victor Talking Machine Co., holding 
the position of Vice-President. He was a member of the Board of Temper- 
ance, Prohibition and Public Morals; and is now actively interested as a Trustee 
of the Philadelphia Methodist Hospital. He is Treasurer of the League. 

William E. Massey, prominent in New Jersey and Philadelphia Real Estate and 
Banking circles; a leader in all lay activities in New Jersey Methodism; 
member of the last three General Conferences; President of the Board of 
Trustees of Pennington Seminary; member of the Board of Foreign Missions; 
active on the committee of Finance of that board. He is an active member 
of the Executive Committee of the League. 

Charles M. Boswell, a minister of the Philadelphia Conference; executive of the 
great Philadelphia Methodist Hospital; the outstanding evangelistic preacher 
of the Philadelphia area, who has conducted evangelistic meeting at the 
sessions of the Philadelphia Conference for approximately twenty years; 
President of the Ocean Grove Association; member of the Philadelphia dele- 
gations to the General Conference for years back, and repeatedly leader of the 
delegation. He is an active member of the Executive Committee of the League. 

Richard Remmey, a prominent Philadelphia layman; head of the Richard C. 
Remmey Manufacturing Company of Philadelphia; official member of the 
Central Methodist Church, Frankford. He was recently added to the Executive 
Committee of the League on account of his leadership in Philadelphia 
Methodism, and because of his great interest in the objectives of the League. 


In addition to these men who are the officers of the League, there are _ 


many men of distinction in the rank and file of its membership. We have 
many Judges, District Superintendents, Attorneys, leaders of large busi- 
ness enterprises, Pastors of foremost pulpits in the denomination, Pro- 
fessors in our schools. At this writing there is one Bishop on our member- 
ship files, Bishop DuBose, a scholar of the Church, South; but there are 
numbers of the Bishops of both great branches of the Methodist Church 
who are in definite sympathy with the League and its objectives. As to 
members of the General Conference, a very large percentage of our 
members have served in this capacity. Take New Jersey as an illustration: 
Sixty per cent. of our representation at the General Conference of 1924 
have joined the League. Take Philadelphia: four of her representatives 
at the last General Conference and most of her leaders are members of 
the League. Take Wilmington: three out of her eight representatives are 
members of the League, and two of her District Superintendents. Take 
Baltimore, where the League has had from the beginning the active and 
united opposition of all the District Superintendents (Dr. Colt’s term of 
office expired two months after the League was organized) : one member 
of her delegation in 1924 and one first reserve are members of the League. 

A score of important names in the educational world are included in the 
list of our membership. More than twenty-five District Superintendents 
(or men who were such at the time they joined) are also included. We 
have numbers of other Annual Conference officers such as Secretaries, 
Treasurers, etc. 

We publish these statements not in pride of position, for we know that 
God delighteth not in human measurements. We publish them simply 
that the Church may know that the men who are leading in this movement 
for Faith are responsible men, men of quiet, careful judgment, men who 
have won recognition in other fields, and who are therefore entitled to a 
respectful hearing when they give their judgment upon matters of Faith. 


